





I. PRIM ARY SOURCES ......................................... 1430
A. Treaties ............................................... 1430
B. International Rules of Procedure .............................. 1435
C . International Cases .......................................... 1437
1. Permanent Court of International Justice (PCIJ) ............. 1437
2. International Court of Justice (ICJ) ......................... 1438
3. European Court of Justice ................................. 1439
4. Iran-United States Claims Tribunal ......................... 1440
5. Other International Tribunals .............................. 1443
II. SECONDARY SOURCES ...................................... 1443
A . M onographs ................................................ 1443
B . T reatises ................................................... 1444
C . Journal A rticles ............................................. 1449
D . C ollections ................................................. 1453
E . Y earbooks ................................................. 1454
F. Digests of International Law .................................. 1455
G . Looseleaf Services ........................................... 1456
H . Book Reviews .............................................. 1457
*Formerly Editor-in-Chief of THE INTERNATIONAL TAX & BUSINESS LAWYER (1984-85), and
currently serves as Legal Assistant to the Honorable George H. Aldrich of the Iran-United
States Claims Tribunal.
1430 THE INTERNATIONAL LAWYER
INTRODUCTION
Interim measures of protection have recently again become of great interest in
international litigation and have figured prominently in two of the three cases in
which the United States has recently participated before the International Court of
Justice.' Interim measures are similar to provisional remedies in domestic courts.
However, in international litigation, all jurisdiction, including the execution of the
judgments or awards, is based on consent. Thus, the compulsory features of pro-
visional remedies, with their sanctions of contempt or sequestration, are missing
from the jurisprudence of interim measures of protection in international litigation.
The purposes of interim measures are also similar to those of provisional remedies:
to preserve the status quo ante or subject matter of the dispute pending the judgment
and to avoid irreparable harm or prejudice to either of the parties. Given the grand
scale of international litigation, however, the subject-matter of interim measures of
protection might range from a noble effort to prevent the engagement of hostile
armies to the mundane sale of perishable goods so that assets of certain value will
remain from which to satisfy the eventual award. At issue in international ligitation is
jurisdiction to prescribe interim measures and their binding effect on the parties. The
following references are to various primary and secondary sources concerning in-
terim measures of protection in international litigation.
I. PRIMARY SOURCES
A. Treaties (in chronological order)
Convention of Peace and Arbitration, Corinto, Jan. 20, 1902, 31 Martens Nouveau
Recueil G6n6rale, 2 me Serie 243; 190 Parry's Consolidated Treaty Series 357.
Article 11. The governments of the states in dispute solemnly agree not to perform
any act of hostility, preparations for war, or mobilization of forces, in order not to
impede the settlement of the difficulty or question by the means established in the
present Convention.
Convention for the Establishment of a Central American Court of Justice, Washing-
ton, D.C., Dec. 20, 1907, American Journal of International Law, Supplement
1908, at 231.
Article 18. From the moment in which any suit is instituted against any one or more
governments up to that in which a final decision has been pronounced, the court
may at the solicitation of any one of the parties fix the situation in which the
contending parties must remain, to the end that the difficulty shall not be aggra-
vated and that things shall be conserved in status quo pending a final decision.
Treaty for the Advancement of Peace [Bryan Treaty], U.S.-France, U.S.-China,
U.S.-Sweden, 1915, United States Treaties and Other International Acts Series
619, 609 & 607.
Article 4(2). In case the cause of the dispute should consist of certain acts already
committed or about to be committed, the Commission shall as soon as possible
indicate what measures to preserve the rights of each party ought in its opinion to
be taken provisionally and pending the delivery of its report.
1. Case Concerning American Diplomatic and Consular Staff in Teheran, United States v.
Iran, 1979 I.C.J. Reports 7, Order of 15 December 1979; Case Concerning Military and
Paramilitary Activities In and Against Nicaragua, Nicaragua v. United States, 1984 I.C.J.
Reports 169, Order of 10 May 1984.
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Statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice, Geneva, Dec. 13, 1920,
PCIJ, Ser. D, No. 1.
Article 41. The Court shall have the power to indicate, if it considers that circum-
stances so require, any provisional measures which ought to be taken to reserve
[sic] the respective rights of either party. Pending the final decision, notice of the
measures suggested shall forthwith be given to the parties and the Council.
Convention and Statute on Freedom of Transit, Barcelona, Apr. 20, 1921,7 League
of Nations Treaty Series 27.
Article 13(3).... In urgent cases, a preliminary opinion may recommend tempo-
rary measures intended, in particular, to restore the facilities for freedom of transit
which existed before the act or occurrence which gave rise to the dispute.
Convention and Statute on the Regime of Navigable Waterways of International
Concern, Barcelona, Apr. 20, 1921, 7 League of Nations Treaty Series 35.
Article22(3).... In urgent cases, a preliminary opinion may recommend tempor-
ary measures intended in particular to restore the facilities for free navigation
which existed before the act or occurrence which gave rise to the dispute.
Treaty of Arbitration, Conciliation, and Judicial Settlement, Switzerland-Germany,
Dec. 3, 1921, 12 League of Nations Treaty Series 271.
Article 18(3). At the request of one of the Parties, the Tribunal may order
provisional measures to be taken in so far as the Parties are in a position to secure
their execution, through administrative channels; the Permanent Board of Con-
ciliation may also formulate proposals to the same effect.
Convention for the Establishment of International Commissions of Inquiry,
Washington, D.C., Feb. 27, 1923, American Journal of International Law, Supple-
ment 1923, at 108.
Article 13. As soon as the Commission of Inquiry is organized, it shall at the
request of any of the Parties to the dispute have the right to fix the status in which
the Parties must remain, in order that the situation may not be aggravated and
matters may remain in statu quo pending the rendering of the report by the
Commission.
Convention for the Establishment of an International Central American Tribunal,
Washington, D.C., Feb. 7, 1923, American Journal of International Law, Supple-
ment 1923, at 83.
Article 21. From the moment when, in conformity with the provisions of Article
XVIII, a complaint has been lodged against one or more of the contracting parties,
the tribunal shall have the right to determine, at the request of any of the parties,
the status in which the litigants must remain, to avoid an aggravation of the dispute
and to maintain the case in statu quo until the final award is pronounced. For this
purpose, the said tribunal shall have the right, if it should deem it necessary, to
make any investigations, to order examinations by experts, to conduct personal
inspections and to receive any evidence.
Treaty to Avoid or Prevent Conflicts between the American States, Santiago, May 3,
1923, 33 League of Nations Treaty Series 36.
Article 1. The High Contracting Parties undertake, in case of disputes, not to begin
mobilization or concentration of troops on the frontier of the other Party, nor to
engage in any hostile acts or preparations for hostilities, from the time steps are
taken to convene the Commission until the said Commission has rendered its
report.
Article 5, Appendix. As soon as the Commission of Inquiry is organized, it shall at
the request of any of the Parties to the dispute have the right to fix the status in
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which the Parties must remain, in order that the situation may not be aggravated
and matters may remain in statu quo pending the rendering of the report by the
Commission.
Convention and Statute on the International Regime of Maritime Ports, Geneva,
Dec. 9, 1923, 58 League of Nations Treaty Series 308.
Article 21(3).... In urgent cases, a preliminary opinion may be given recommend-
ing temporary measures intended, including measures to restore the facilities for
international traffic which existed before the act or occurrence which gave rise to
the dispute.
Arbitration Convention, Locarno, Oct. 16, 1925, 54 League of Nations Treaty Series
303.
Article 19. In any case, and particularly if the question on which the Parties differ
arises out of acts already committed or on the point of commission, the Concilia-
tion Commission or, if the latter has not been notified thereof, the arbitral tribunal
or the Permanent Court of International Justice, acting in accordance with Article
41 of its statute, shall lay down within the shortest possible time the provisional
measures to be adopted. It shall similarly be the duty of the Council of the League
of Nations, if the question is brought before it, to ensure that suitable provisional
measures are taken. The ... Governments undertake respectively to accept such
measures, to abstain from all measures likely to have a repercussion prejudicial to
the execution of the decision or to the arrangements proposed by the Conciliation
Commission or by the Council of the League of Nations, and, in general, to abstain
from any sort of action whatsoever which may aggravate or extend the dispute.
General Act for the Pacific Settlement of International Disputes, Geneva, Sept. 26,
1928, 93 League of Nations Treaty Series 350.
Article 33. 1. In all cases where a dispute forms the object of arbitration or judicial
proceedings, and particularly if the question on which the parties differ arises out
of acts already committed or on the point of being committed, the Permanent-
Court of International Justice, acting in accordance with Article 41 of its Statute,
or the Arbitral Tribunal, shall lay down within the shortest possible time the
provisional measures to be adopted. The parties to the dispute shall be bound to
accept such measures.
2. If the dispute is brought before a Counciliation Commission, the latter may
recommend to the parties the adoption of such provisional measures as it considers
suitable.
3. The parties undertake to abstain from all measures likely to react prejudicially
upon the execution of the judicial or arbitral decision or upon the arrangements
proposed by the Conciliation Commission and, in general, to abstain from any sort
of action whatsoever which may aggravate or extend the dispute.
United Nations Charter, San Francisco, June 26, 1945, United States Treaties and
Other International Acts Series 993.
Article 40. In order to prevent an aggravation of the situation, the Security Council
may, before making the recommendation or deciding upon the measures provided
for in Article 39, call upon the parties concerned to comply with such provisional
measures as it deems necessary or desirable. Such provisional measures shall be
without prejudice to the rights, claims, or position of the parties concerned. The
Security Council shall duly take account of failure to comply with such provisional
measures.
Statute of the International Court of Justice, June 26, 1945, ICJ, Ser. D, No. 1.
Article 41. The Court shall have the power to indicate, if it considers that circum-
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stances so require, any provisional measures which ought to be taken to preserve
the respective rights of either party.
Pending the final decision, notice of the measures suggested shall forthwith be
given to the parties and the Security Council.
Treaty Establishing the European Economic Communities, Rome, Mar. 25, 1957,
298 United Nations Treaty Series 3.
Article 185. Actions brought before the Court of Justice shall not have suspensory
effect. The Court of Justice may, however, if it considers that circumstances so
require, order that application of the contested act be suspended.
Article 186. The Court of Justice may in any cases before it prescribe any necessary
interim measures.
Article 192(4). Enforcement may be suspended only by a decision of the Court of
Justice. However, the courts of the country concerned shall have jurisdiction over
complaints that enforcement is being carried out in an irregular manner.
Protocol on the Statute of the European Court of Justice, Brussels, Apr. 17, 1957,
298 United Nations Treaty Series 147.
Article 36(1). The President of the Court may, by way of summary procedure,
which may, insofar as necessary, differ from some of the rules contained in this
Statute and which shall be laid down in the rules of procedure, adjudicate upon
applications to suspend execution, as provided for in article 185 of this Treaty, or
to prescribe interim measures pursuant to article 186, or to suspend enforcement
of judgments in accordance with article 192, last paragraph.
European Convention for the Peaceful Settlement of International Disputes, Stras-
bourg, Apr. 29, 1957, 310 United Nations Treaty Series 243.
Article 31. In all cases where a dispute forms the subject of arbitration or judicial
proceedings, and particularly if the question on which the parties differ arises out
of acts already committed or on the point of being committed, the International
Court of Justice, acting in accordance with Article 41 of its Statute, or the Arbitral
Tribunal, shall lay down within the shortest possible time the provisional measures
to be adopted. The parties to the dispute shall be bound to accept such measures.
2. If the dispute is brought before a Conciliation Commission the latter may
recommend to the parties the adoption of such provisional measures as it considers
suitable.
3. The parties shall abstain from all measures likely to react prejudicially upon the
execution of the judicial or arbitral decision or upon the arrangements proposed
by the Conciliation Commission and, in general, shall abstain from any sort of
action whatsoever which may aggravate or extend the dispute.
European Convention on International Commercial Arbitration, Strasbourg, Apr.
21, 1961, 484 United Nations Treaty Series 364.
Article 6(4). A request for interim measures or measures of conservation ad-
dressed to a judicial authority shall not be deemed incompatible with the arbitra-
tion agreement, or regarded as a submission of the substance of the case to the
court.
Protocol of the Commission of Mediation, Conciliation and Arbitration of the
Organization of African Unity, Cairo, July 21, 1964, United Nations Collection of
Instruments for the Peaceful Settlement of Disputes.
Article 15. Member States shall refrain from any act or omission that is likely to
aggravate a situation which has been referred to the Commission.
American Convention on Human Rights, San Jose, Nov. 22, 1969, 9 International
Legal Materials 673.
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Article 63(1). In cases of extreme seriousness and urgency, and whenever it
becomes necessary to avoid irreparable damage to persons, the Court shall adopt
such provisional measures as it may deem pertinent in the matters it has under
consideration. In the case of matters not yet submitted to it, it may act at the
request of the Commission.
Arbitration Agreement, Paris, July 10, 1975, 18 United Nations Reports of Interna-
tional Arbitral Awards 7. United Kingdom-France
Article 11(b). The Court shall give, as soon as possible, a ruling on any issue
referred to it pursuant to paragraph 4 or 5, and may order such measures as it
considers desirable to protect the interests of either party.
Arbitration Agreement, Washington, D.C., July 11, 1978, 18 United Nations Re-
ports of International Arbitral Awards 421, 422. United States-France
Paragraph 3. The Tribunal shall be competent, in any event, at the request of
either Party, to prescribe all other provisional measures necessary to safeguard the
rights of the Parties. A Party may make such request in its written pleadings, at
oral hearings, or subsequent to the oral hearings, as appropriate.
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, Montego Bay, Dec. 10, 1982,
U.N. Doc. A/Conf.62/122.
Article 265. Pending settlement of a dispute in accordance with Part XV, sections 2
and 3, the State or competent international organization authorized to conduct a
marine scientific research project shall not allow research activities to commence
or continue without the express written consent of the coastal State concerned.
Article 290. 1. If a dispute has been duly submitted to a court or tribunal which
considers that prima facie it has jurisdiction under this Part or Part XI, section 5,
the court or tribunal may prescribe any provisional measures which it considers
appropriate under the circumstances to preserve the respective rights of the parties
to the dispute or to prevent serious harm to the marine environment, pending the
final decision.
2. Provisional measures may be modified or revoked as soon as the circumstances
justifying them have changed or ceased to exist.
3. Provisional measures may be prescribed, modified or revoked under this article
only at the request of a party to the dispute and after the parties have been given an
opportunity to be heard.
4. The court or tribunal shall forthwith give notice to the parties to the dispute,
and to such other States Parties as it considers appropriate, of the prescription,
modification or revocation of provisional measures.
5. Pending the constitution of an arbitral tribunal to which a dispute is being
submitted under this section, any court or tribunal agreed upon by the parties or,
failing such agreement within two weeks from the date of the request for provi-
sional measures, the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea or, with respect
to activities in the Area, the Sea-Bed Disputes Chamber, may prescribe, modify or
revoke provisional measures in accordance with this article if it considers that
primafacie the tribunal which is to be constituted would have jurisdiction and that
the urgency of the situation so requires. Once constituted, the tribunal to which
the dispute has been submitted may modify, revoke or affirm those provisional
measures, acting in conformity with paragraphs 1 to 4.
6. The parties to the dispute shall comply promptly with any provisional measures
prescribed under this article.
Statute of the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, Montego Bay, Dec. 10,
1982, U.N. Doc. A/Conf.62/122.
Article 25. 1. In accordance with Article 290, the Tribunal and its Sea-Bed
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Disputes Chamber shall have the power to prescribe provisional measures.
2. If the Tribunal is not in session or a sufficient number of members is not
available to constitute a quorum, the provisional measures shall be prescribed by
the chamber of summary procedure formed under Article 15, paragraph 3, of this
Annex. Notwithstanding Article 15, paragraph 4, of this Annex, such provisional
measures may be adopted at the request of any party to the dispute. They shall be
subject to review and revision by the Tribunal.
B. International Rules of Procedure
Central American Court of Justice, Regulations of the Central American Court,
1914, American Journal of International Law, Supplement No. 8, at 194.
Article 17. The ordinary jurisdiction of the court includes: ...
3. The power to fix, in accordance with Article XVIII of the Convention, the
position in which the contending parties shall remain during the pendency of the
suit initiated between them, and in consequence, that of issuing such precaution-
ary orders which it may deem necessary, as well as the power to modify, suspend or
revoke them, according to the circumstances.
Inter-American Commercial Arbitration Commission, Rules of Procedure, 1978, 111
Yearbook of Commercial Arbitration 231, 237.
Article 26. 1. At the request of either party, the arbitral tribunal may take any
interim measures it deems necessary in respect of the subject matter of the dispute,
including measures for the conservation of the goods forming the subject matter in
dispute, such as ordering their deposit with a third person or the sale of perishable
goods.
2. Such interim measures may be established in the form of an interim award. The
arbitral tribunal shall be entitled to require security for the costs of such measures.
3. A request for interim measures addressed by any party to a judicial authority
shall not be deemed incompatible with the agreement to arbitrate, or as a waiver of
that agreement.
International Centre for the Settlement of Investment Disputes, Rules of Procedure
for Arbitration Proceedings, 1965, 4 Delaume, Transnational Contracts, app. II,
bk. BI.
Rule39. 1. At any time during the proceeding a party may request that provisional
measures for the preservation of its rights be recommended by the Tribunal. The
request shall specify the rights to be preserved, the measures the recommendation
of which is requested, and the circumstances that require such measures.
2. The Tribunal shall give priority to the consideration of a request made pursuant
to paragraph 1.
3. The Tribunal may also recommend provisional measures on its own initiative or
recommend measures other than those specified in a request. It may at any time
modify or revoke its recommendations.
4. The Tribunal shall only recommend provisional measures, or modify or revoke
its recommendations, after giving each party an opportunity of presenting its
observations.
International Chamber of Commerce, Rules of Arbitration.
Article 8(5). Before the file is transmitted to the Arbitrator, and in exceptional
circumstances even thereafter, the parties shall be at liberty to apply to any
competent judicial authority for interim or conservatory measures, and they shall
not by so doing be held to infringe the agreement to arbitrate or to affect the
relevant powers reserved to the arbitrator.
FALL 1985
1436 THE INTERNATIONAL LAWYER
International Court of Justice, Rules of Procedure of the International Court of
Justice, 1978, ICJ, Acts and Documents, No. 4.
Article 73. 1. A written request for the indication of provisional measures may be
made by a party at any time during the course of the proceedings in the case in
connection with which the request is made.
2. The request shall specify the reasons therefor, the possible consequences if not
granted, and the measures requested. A certified copy shall forthwith be transmit-
ted by the Registrar to the other party.
Article 74. 1. A request for the indication of provisional measures shall have
priority over all other cases.
2. The Court, if it is not sitting when the request is made, shall be convened
forthwith for the purpose of proceeding to a decision on the request as a matter of
urgency.
3. The Court, or the President if the Court is not sitting, shall fix a date for a
hearing which will afford the parties an opportunity of being represented at it. The
Court shall receive and take into account any observations that may be presented
to it before the closure of the oral proceedings.
4. Pending the meeting of the Court, the President may call upon the parties to act
in such a way as will enable any order the Court may make on the request for
provisional measures to have its appropriate effects.
Article 75. 1. The Court may at any time decide to examine proprio motu whether
the circumstances of the case require the indication of provisional measures which
ought to be taken or complied with by any or all of the parties.
2. When a request for provisional measures has been made, the Court may
indicate measures that are in whole or in part other than those requested, or that
ought to be taken or complied with by the party which has itself made the request.
3. The rejection of a request for the indication of provisional measures shall not
prevent the party which has made it from making a fresh request in the same case
based on new facts.
Article 76. 1. At the request of a party the Court may, at any time before the final
judgment in the case, revoke or modify any decision concerning provisional
measures, if, in its opinion, some change in the situation justifies such revocation
or modification.
2. Any application by a party proposing such a revocation or modification shall
specify the change in the situation considered to be relevant.
3. Before taking any decision under paragraph 1 of this Article the Court shall
afford the parties an opportunity of presenting their observations on the subject.
Article 77. Any measures indicated by the Court under Articles 73 and 74 of these
Rules, and any decision taken by the Court under Article 76, paragraph 1, of these
Rules, shall forthwith be communicated to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations for transmission to the Security Council in pursuance of Article 41,
paragraph 2, of the Statute.
Article 78. The Court may request information from the parties on any matter
connected with the implementation of any provisional measures it has indicated.
Iran-United States Claims Tribunal, Final Tribunal Rules of Procedure, 3 May 1983,
2 Iran- United States Claims Tribunal Reports 405.
Article 26. 1. At the request of either party, the arbitral tribunal may take any
interim measures it deems necessary in respect of the subject matter of the dispute,
including measures for the conservation of the goods forming the subject matter in
dispute, such as ordering their deposit with a third person or the sale of perishable
goods.
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2. Such interim measures may be established in the form of an interim award. The
arbitral tribunal shall be entitled to require security for the costs of such measures.
3. A request for interim measures addressed by any party to a judicial authority
shall not be deemed incompatible with the agreement to arbitrate, or as a waiver of
that agreement.
Permanent Court of International Justice, Rules of Procedure of the Permanent
Court of International Justice, March 24, 1922, PCIJ, Ser. D, No. 1.
(Rules superseded by ICJ Rules).
The Permanent Court of Arbitration, Rules of Arbitration and Conciliation for
Settlement of International Disputes Between Two Parties of Which Only One is a
State, February 1960, 54 American Journal of International Law 933, 937.
Article 24. The Tribunal or, in urgent cases, its President shall have the power to
prescribe provisional or conservatory measures, if they consider that the circum-
stances so demand.
If one of the Parties cannot agree to the measures prescribed by the President, it
may ask for a decision by the Tribunal. Pending such decision, the interim
measures shall remain in force.
United Nations Commission on International Trade Law, UNCITRAL Rules of
Arbitral Procedure, 1977, II Yearbook of Commercial Arbitration 161, 167.
Article 26. 1. At the request of either party, the arbitral tribunal may take any
interim measures it deems necessary in respect of the subject matter of the dispute,
including measures for the conservation of the goods forming the subject matter in
dispute, such as ordering their deposit with a third person or the sale of perishable
goods.
2. Such interim measures may be established in the form of an interim award. The
arbitral tribunal shall be entitled to require security for the costs of such measures.
3. A request for interim measures addressed by any party to a judicial authority
shall not be deemed incompatible with the agreement to arbitrate, or as a waiver of
that agreement.
C. International Cases
1. Permanent Court of International Justice (PCIJ)
Denunciation of the Treaty of November 2nd, 1865 between China and Belgium,
Belgium v. China, PCIJ, Ser. A, No. 8 (1927), Order of the President of January 8,
1927.
(Order reinstating treaty rights constituting the subject-matter of the dispute
pending the final decision of the Court.)
Denunciation of the Treaty of November 2nd, 1865 between China and Belgium,
Belgium v. China, PCIJ, Ser. A, No. 8 (1927), Order of the President of February
15, 1927.
(Order revoking the previous order in light of the modus vivendi between the
parties which provisionally replaced the former treaty regime.)
Case Concerning the Factory at Chorzow (Indemnities), Germany v. Poland, PCIJ,
Ser. A, No. 12 (1927), Order of November 21, 1927.
(Order denying German request for an interim judgment of 30 million Reichs-
marks as being beyond the scope of interim measures.)
Case Concerning the Legal Status of the Southeastern Territory of Greenland,
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Norway v. Denmark, PCIJ, Ser. A/B, No. 48 (1932), Orders of August 2d and 3d,
1932.
(Order denying Norwegian request for interim protection in a sovereignty dispute,
where threat of irreparable harm not present.)
Administration of the Prince of Pless, Germany v. Poland, PCIJ, Ser. A/B, No. 54
(1933), Order (Interim Protection) of May 11, 1933.
(Order denying German request for interim measures because Poland performed
the requested actions.)
Polish Agrarian Reform and the German Minority, Germany v. Poland, PCIJ, Ser.
A/B, No. 58 (1933), Order (Interim Protection) of July 29, 1933.
(Order dismissing German request for interim measures because requested mea-
sures were too broad.)
Electricity Company of Sofia and Bulgaria, Belgium v. Bulgaria, PCIJ, Ser. A/B,
No. 88 (1938-39), Order (Interim Protection) of the President of the Court of
August 27, 1938.
(Order noting the Belgian withdrawal of its request for interim measures.)
Electricity Company of Sofia and Bulgaria, Belgium v. Bulgaria, PCIJ, Ser. A/B,
No. 79 (1939), Order (Interim Protection) of December 5, 1939.
(Order that Bulgaria should ensure that no step of any kind is taken to prejudice
the rights claimed by Belgium.)
2. International Court of Justice (ICJ)
Anglo-Iranian Oil Company Case, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland v. Iran, Interim Protection, 1951 ICJ Reports 89.
(Order indicating provisional measures to assure status quo ante, to prevent
aggravation of the dispute, to permit the continuation of the operations in Iran of
the Anglo-Iranian Oil Co., Ltd., and to establish an international Board of
Supervision to oversee these operations.)
Interhandel Case, Switzerland v. United States, Interim Protection, 1957 I.C.J.
Reports 105.
(Order declining to indicate interim measures since the shares in dispute were not
on the point of being sold.)
Fisheries Jurisdiction Case, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
v. Iceland, 1972 I.C.J. Reports 12.
(Order indicating provisional measures to preserve the status quo ante, to prevent
aggravation of the dispute, and to limit the annual catch of the United Kingdom in
the disputed zone to 170,000 metric tons.)
Fisheries Jurisdiction Case, Federal Republic of Germany v. Iceland, Interim Pro-
tection, 1972 I.C.J. Reports 30.
(Order indicating the same provisional measures as in the companion case, but
limiting Germany's annual catch to 119,000 metric tons.)
Nuclear Tests Case, Australia v. France, Interim Protection, 1973 I.C.J. Reports 99.
(Order indicating provisional measures to prevent aggravation of the dispute and
indicating that France should avoid carrying out atmospheric nuclear tests in the
South Pacific until the Court had decided the case.)
Nuclear Tests Case, New Zealand v. France, Interim Protection, 1973 I.C.J. Reports
135.
(Order indicating the same provisional measures as in the companion case.)
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Case Concerning Trial of Pakistani Prisoners of War, Pakistan v. India, Interim
Protection, 1983 I.C.J. Reports 328.
(Order noting that Pakistan had postponed its request for interim measures
Pakistan's Application was later withdrawn.)
Aegean Sea Continental Shelf Case, Greece v. Turkey, Interim Protection, 1976
I.C.J. Reports 3.
(Order denying request for interim measures of protection because circumstances
did not warrant interim measures.)
Case Concerning American Diplomatic and Consular Staff in Teheran, United
States v. Iran, Interim Protection, 1979 I.C.J. Reports 7.
(Order indicating provisional measures to prevent aggravation of the dispute by
either party, and for Iran to ensure release of the hostages, to return the diplomatic
premises, and to restore the diplomatic and consular immunities.)
Case Concerning Military and Paramilitary Activities in and Against Nicaragua,
Nicaragua v. United States, Interim Protection, 1984 I.C.J. Reports 169.
(Order indicating provisional measures to prevent aggravation of the dispute by
either party, and for the United States to cease the mining of Nicaraguan ports and
to respect the sovereignty and political independence of Nicaragua.)
3. European Court of Justice
Agricola Commerciale Olio S.r.l. v. Commission of the European Communities,
[1981] European Court Reports 2193, 21 August 1981, Case 232/81 R.
Camera Care Ltd v. Commission of the Euopean Communities, [1980] European
Court Reports 119, 17 January 1980, Case 792/79 R.
Commission of the European Communities v. French Republic, [1983] European
Court Reports 2621, 20 September 1983, Case 171/83 R.
Commission of the European Communities v. French Republic, [19831 European
Court Reports 1013, 22 March 1983, Case 42/82.
Commission of the European Communities v. French Republic, [1980] European
Court Reports 1319, 28 March 1980, Joined Cases 24 and 97/80 R.
Commission of the European Communities v. Ireland, [1978] European Court
Reports 417, 16 February 1978, Case 61/77.
Commission of the European Communities v. United Kingdom, [1977] European
Court Reports 921, 21 May 1977, Joined Cases 31 and 53/77 R.
Cornelius Fabius v. Commission of the European Communities, [1983] European
Court Reports 2147, 30 June 1983, Case 39/83 R.
De Bruyn v. European Parliamentary Assembly, [1962] European Court Reports
167, 1 March 1962, Case 25/60.
Federal Republic of Germany v. Commission of the European Communities, [1969]
European Court Reports 449, 5 October 1969, Case 50/69 R.
Firma Karl Konecke v. Commission of the European Communities, [1975] Euro-
pean Court Reports 637, 28 May 1975, Case 44/75.
Ford Werke AG and Ford of Europe Inc. v. Commission of the European Communi-
ties, [1982] European Court Reports 3091, 29 September 1982, Joined Cases 229
and 228/82 R.
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Fratelli Pardini S.p.A. v. Commission of the European Communities, [1980] Euro-
pean Court Reports 139, 17 January 1980, Case 809/79 R.
Gabrielle DeFrenne v. Belgium, [1971] European Court Reports 445, 25 May 1971,
Case 80/70.
Henri de Compte v. European Parliament, [1982] European Court Reports 4331, 13
December 1982, Case 293/82 R.
IBM Corp. v. Commission of the European Communities, [1981] European Court
Reports 1857, 7 July 1981, Joined Cases 60 and 190/81 R.
Jean E. Humblet v. Belgium, [1960] European Court Reports 559, 16 December
1960, Case 6/60.
Jean Moreau v. Commission of the EAEC, [1966] European Court Reports 459, 15
December 1966, Joined Cases 15/64 and 60/65.
Plaumann & Co. v. Commission of the European Economic Community, [1963]
European Court Reports 123, 21 December 1962, Case 25/62.
Renato Albini v. Council and Commission of the European Communities, [1980]
European Court Reports 1671, 22 May 1980, Case 33/80 R.
Rudolf Fiddelaar v. Commission of the European Economic Community, [1960]
European Court Reports 535, 16 December 1960, Case 44/59.
Societe d'Initiatives et de Cooperation Agricole v. Commission of the European
Communities, [1983] European Court Reports 2315, 12 July 1983, Case 114/83 R.
Teresita Pace v. Commission of the European Communities, [1982] European Court
Reports 2469, 1 July 1982, Case 109/81.
Vereniging ter Bevordering van het Vlaamse Boekwezen, VBVB v. Vereeniging ter
Bevordering ven de Belangen des Boekhandels, VBBB, [1984] European Court
Reports 19, 17 January 1984, Joined Cases 43 and 63/82.
Wilhelmus Gorter v. Councils of the European Economic Community and the
European Atomic Energy Community, [1961] European Court Reports 271, 14
December 1961, Case 12/61.
William Copine v. Commission of the European Communities, [1982] European
Court Reports 1911, 26 May 1982, Case 142/82.
4. Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Behring International, Inc. v. Iranian Air Force, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tri-
bunal Reports 173-75, 10 August 1983, Case No. 382 (Chamber 3).
(Interim award requesting claimant to assure that a sale of assets not be carried
out.)
Bendone-Derossi International v. Iran, Award No. 40-375-1, 8 June 1984, Case No.
375 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award denying stay of German execution of an attachment to enforce an
ICC arbitral award.)
CBA International Development Corp. v. Iran, 4 Iran-United States Claims Tribu-
nal Reports 53-56, 18 November 1983, Case No. 928 (Chamber 3).
(Interim award granting stay of proceedings in Teheran based on counterclaim.)
Dic of Delaware, Inc. v. Teheran Redevelopment Corp., 1 Iran-United States
Claims Tribunal Reports 154, 14 May 1982, Case No. 255 (Chamber 3).
(Order denying request for interim award of $2,272,670 on grounds award is not
necessary to protect the claimant.)
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Dow Chemical Company v. Iran, 1 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 122,
20 April 1982, Case No. 499 (Chamber 2).
(Order denying interim measures to restrain alleged misuse of trademarks/
tradenames pending resolution of dispute.)
E-Systems, Inc. v. Iran, 1 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 225, 8
October 1982, Case No. 388 (Full Tribunal).
(Order inviting both parties to request the Public Court of Teheran to postpone a
scheduled hearing in the parallel case.)
E-Systems, Inc. v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 51-67, 4
February 1983, Case No. 388 (Full Tribunal).
(Interim award in a non-counterclaim case requesting Iran to stay proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Flour Corporation, 1 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 121, 22 March
1982, Case No. 333 (Chamber 1).
(Order denying request for interim award to order re-exportation of cranes and
hoisting equipment from Iran.)
Ford Aerospace & Communications Corp. v. Iranian Air Force, Award No. ITM
39-159-3, 7 August 1984, Case No. 159 (Chamber 3).
(Interim award in a case involving a counterclaim requesting stay of proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Ford Aerospace and Communications Corporation v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States
Claims Tribunal Reports 281-82, 27 April 1983, Case No. 93 (Chamber 2).
(Interim award in a case involving a counterclaim requesting stay of proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Ford Aerospace and Communications Corp. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims
Tribunal Reports 349, 12 September 1983, Case No. 93 (Chamber 2).
(Order repeating request for a stay of proceedings before the Public Court of
Teheran.)
Ford Aerospace and Communications Corp. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims
Tribunal Reports 384-89, 20 October 1983, Case No. 159 (Chamber 3).
(Interim award in a non-counterclaim case requesting Iran to stay proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Iran v. United States, Award No. 33-A-4/A-15(III)-2, Feb. 1, 1984, Case No.
A-4/A-15 (Chamber 2).
(Interlocutory award requesting the United States to prevent the sale of Iran's
diplomatic and consular properties which possess important historical, cultural, or
other unique features and which are irreplaceable.)
Morgan Equipment Co. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 7, 31
May 1983, Case No. 280 (Chamber 2).
(Letter requesting the claimant to relinquish an attachment to permit implementa-
tion of a settlement.)
QuesTech, Inc. v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 96-99, 1
March 1983, Case No. 59 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award in a case involving a counterclaim requesting stay of proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran. See also 4 Iran-U.S. C.T. R. 72-73, dissent to
two orders granting extensions.)
RCA Global Communications, Inc. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Reports 8-9, 2 June 1983, Case No. 160 (Chamber 1).
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(Order requesting a temporary stay of proceedings in the Public Court of
Teheran.)
RCA Global Communications v. Iran, 4 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports
5, 31 October 1983, Case No. 160 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award in a non-counterclaim case requesting Iran to stay proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
RCA Global Communications v. Iran, 4 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports
9, 31 October 1983, Case No. 160 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award denying vacation of a judgment entered in the Public Court of
Teheran where the parallel proceeding was not identical to the Tribunal claim.)
Reading and Bates Corporation v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Reports 401-02, 9 June 1983, Case No. 28 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award ordering claimant to move for a stay of proceedings before an
arbitral tribunal of the International Chamber of Commerce.)
Rockwell International Systems, Inc. v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Reports 310-11, 5 May 1983, Case No. 430 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award in a non-counterclaim case requesting Iran to stay proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Rockwell International Systems, Inc. v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Reports 369-71, 6 June 1983, Case No. 430 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award in a non-counterclaim case requesting Iran to stay proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
The Boeing Company v. Iran, Award No. ITM 38-222-1, 27 August 1584, Case No.
222 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award denying stay of execution of judgment against Iran in the U.S.
District Court for the Western District of Washington.)
Touche Ross and Co. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 59-61,
13 June 1983, Case No. 480 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award in a case involving a counterclaim requesting stay of proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Touche Ross and Co. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports 200-01,
17 August 1983, Case No. 480 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award in a case involving a counterclaim requesting stay of proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
U.S.A. for Shipside Packing Co. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Reports 331, 6 September 1983, Case No. 11875 (Chamber 1).
(Interim award requesting claimant to ensure that no further steps are taken to sell
goods or properties.)
U.S.A. for Teledyne Industries, Inc. v. Iran, 3 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Reports 336-37, 8 September 1983, Case No. 10812 (Chamber 2).
(Interim award in a non-counterclaim case requesting Iran to stay proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
Watkins-Johnson Company v. Iran, 2 Iran-United States Claims Tribunal Reports
362-63, 26 Mary 1983, Case No. 370 (Chamber 2).
(Interim award in a case involving a counterclaim requesting stay of proceedings
before the Public Court of Teheran.)
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5. Other International Tribunals
Honduras and Nicaragua v. Salvador and Costa Rica, 2 American Journal of Interna-
tional Law 838-41 (1908). Resolution of July 13, 1908.
(Resolution establishing rules of behavior for the parties in order to prevent the
resort to force.)
Costa Rica v. Nicaragua, 6 Anales de la Corte de Justicia Centroamericana 16-18
(1917). Decree of Sept. 6, 1916.
(The Court ordered that the treaty between Nicaragua and the United States
which gave rise to the dispute not enter into effect in any way to alter the legal
situation between the parties.)
Trail Smelter Arbitration, United States/Canada, 3 United Nations Reports of Inter-
national Arbitral Awards 1905, 1934-37 (1958). Decision of April 16, 1938.
(Decision establishing a temporary regime for the operation of the smelter pend-
ing the Tribunal's final decision.)
The Case Concerning the Administration of Certain Properties of the State in Libya,
Italy v. United Kingdom and Libya, 16 United Nations Reports of International
Arbitral Awards 359-62 (1968). Decision of 18 February 1952.
(Decision denying the Italian request for interim measures to restore its adminis-
tration of certain properties in newly independent Libya.)
Veerman v. Federal Republic of Germany, 25 International Law Reports 522 (1958).
Decision of October 28, 1957 (Third Chamber).
(Decision denying request for interim measures because of lack of sufficient
grounds.)
Scheidt v. Federal Republic of Germany, 25 International Law Reports 555 (1958).
Decision of November 27, 1957 (Third Chamber).
(Decision denying request for interim protection ordering defendant to cease and
desist from intimidating the plaintiff in German courts because of lack of sufficient
proof.)
Herrmann v. Federal Republic of Germany, 25 International Law Reports 538
(1958). Decision of September 30, 1958 (Third Chamber).
(Decision denying request to recover costs in advance of the Tribunal's decision.)
Case Concerning the Air Services Agreement of March 27, 1946 between the United
States of America and France, United States/France, 18 United Nations Reports of
International Arbitral Awards 444-46 (1982). Decision of 9 December 1978.
(The Tribunal decided that its authority to indicate interim measures did not
entirely preclude the possibility of unilateral institution of counter-measures by
one of the Parties.)
II. SECONDARY SOURCES
A. Monographs
DUMBAULD, EDWARD. INTERIM MEASURES OF PROTECTION IN INTERNATIONAL
CONTROVERSIES. The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff, 1932. Pp. ix, 204.
In a broadranging monograph, the author investigates the status of interim mea-
sures in procedural theory, undertakes a comparative analysis of their status in
national legal systems, and discusses their status in international law.
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ELKIND, JEROME B. INTERIM PROTECTION: A FUNCTIONAL APPROACH. The Hague:
Martinus Nijhoff, 1981. Pp. xxiv, 287.
The author thoroughly discusses interim measures in the World Court, tracing
their jurisprudential and procedural development, discussing their function, and
analyzing the issues of "jurisdiction to indicate" and "binding effect" of interim
measures.
GUGGENHEIM, PAUL. LES MESURES PROVISOIRES DE PROCtDURE INTERNATIONALE ET
L'INFLUENCE SUR LE 6EVELOPPEMENT DU DROIT DES GENS. Paris: Sirey, 1931. Pp. 210.
This monograph is essentially identical to the text of Professor Guggenheim's
lectures on the subject at the Hague Academy of International Law, reprinted in
Volume 40 of the HAGUE RECUEIL.
NIEMEYER, HANS GERD. EINSTWEILIGE VERFUGUNGEN DES WELTSGERICHTSHOFS:
IHR WESEN UND IHRE GRENZEN. Leipzig: Robert Noske, 1932. Pp. vii, 108.
[pseudonym: Gerhart Niemeyer].
OELLERS-FRAHM, KARIN. DIE EINSTWEILIGE ANORDNUNG IN DER INTERNATIONALEN
GERICHTSHOFS GERICHTSBARKEIT. Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag, 1975. Pp. x, 168.
A modern treatise on interim measures procedure in different international
courts.
SZTUCKI, JERZY. INTERIM MEASURES IN THE HAGUE COURT: AN ATTEMPT AT SCRUTINY.
Deventer: Kluwer, 1983. Pp. xvii, 332.
The author's monograph is the most recent comprehensive treatment of interim
measures in the World Court. A brief review of the Court's jurisprudence and
procedural development is followed by a detailed analysis of the aspects of interim
measures procedure and the basic issues of jurisdiction and binding effect. In
general, the book is superior to the contemporaneous work by Elkind, but is more
limited in scope and theoretical utility than the monographs of the 1930s by
Dumbauld and Guggenheim.
B. TREATISES
ABI-SAAB, GEORGES. LES EXCEPTIONS PRELIMINAIRES DANS LA PROCEDURE DE LA COUR
INTERNATIONALE. Paris: Editions A. Pedone, 1967. Pp. x, 279.
In pages 84-89, the author discusses the basis of the Court's incidental jurisdiction
apart from its jurisdiction over the merits, The theory of prior consent of the States
party to the Court's Statute is presented, but the principal basis endorsed is that
the general principles of international procedure, principles which support the
proper administration of justice, are the foundation for the Court's power to
indicate interim measures of protection on the strength of its incidental jurisdic-
tion, provided there is at least a prima facie showing of jurisdiction to hear the
complaint.
AMERICAN ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION. SURVEY OF INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION SITES.
New York: AAA, 1984. Pp. 107.
The booklet describes the situation with respect to commercial arbitration, includ-
ing reference to the availability of interim measures, in Geneva, Hong Kong,
Kuala Lumpur, London, New York City, Paris, Stockholm, Vienna, and Zurich.
VAN DEN BERG, ALBERT JAN. THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958:
TOWARDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION. Deventer: Kluwer, 1981. Pp. xv,
466.
The author concludes, at pp. 139-44, that pre-award attachment in a domestic
court is not precluded by article 11(3) of the New York Convention.
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BROWNLIE, IAN. PRINCIPLES OF PUBLIC INTERNATIONAL LAW. Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 3d ed. 1979. Pp. xxxviii, 743.
At pp. 718-19, the author concludes that States party to the Court's Statute are
subject to its power to determine its own jurisdiction and to indicate interim
measures.
DE BUSTAMANTE, ANTONIO SANCHEZ. THE WORLD COURT. New York: The MacMillan
Company, 1925. Pp. xiv, 379.
The author concludes, at pp. 225-26, that from the language of the Statute and the
Court's Rules of Procedure that the League Council is not the executory organ of
the Court in matters of interim measures.
CHENG, BIN. GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF LAW As APPLIED BY INTERNATIONAL COURTS AND
TRIBUNALS. London: Stevens & Sons, 1953. Pp. i, 490.
The author, at pp. 140,267-74, links interim measures to the parties' duty of good
faith to refrain from any action which would tend to frustrate the final decision of
the Court and discusses the extent to which the Court must determine its jurisdic-
tion over the merits before indicating interim measures.
COHN, ERNEST J., MARTIN DOMKE, AND FRIDIRIC EISEMANN, EDS. HANDBOOK OF
INSTITUTIONAL ARBITRATION IN INTERNATIONAL TRADE. Amsterdam: North-
Holland Publishing Co., 1977. Pp. xiv, 301.
The collection includes brief introductions to commercial arbitration practices in
14 countries: Austria, Federal Republic of Germany, German Democratic Re-
public, India, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Sweden, Switzer-
land, the United Kingdom, the United States, and the Soviet Union, as well as
ICSID and the ICC. However, only the article on Romania directly mentions
interim measures procedure before the national courts.
CORY, HELEN MAY. COMPULSORY ARBITRATION OF INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. New
York: Columbia University Press, 1932. Pp. xiii, 281.
At pp. 90-93,144,193, and 201-02, the author recounts the practice of the Central
American Court of Justice, the Mixed Arbitral Tribunals, and the PCIJ, including
discussion of their interim measures jurisprudence.
DAVID, RENt. L'ARBITRAGE DANS LE COMMERCE INTERNATIONAL. Paris: Economica,
1982. Pp. 613.
At page 417, the author gives a one paragraph suggestion that the power of
arbitrators to order interim measures depends on their power to render interim
awards as decisions.
DELBEZ, Louis. LES PRINCIPES GtNtRAUX DU CONTENTIEUX INTERNATIONAL. Paris:
Librairie G6n6rale de Droit et de Jurisprudence, 1962.
At pp. 117-19, the author posits that interim measures authority rests solely on
consent granted by the parties and is not an inherent power of the Court. The
author further believes that the Court need not satisfy itself as to jurisdiction, finds
that interim measures orders are not binding, and may not be enforced by the UN
Security Council. Nonetheless, he suggests that the Court may grant reparations if
noncompliance with its interim measures order causes damage to the requesting
party.
DUBISSON, MICHEL. LA COUR INTERNATIONAL DE JUSTICE. Paris: Librairie G6n6rale de
Droit et de Jurisprudence, 1964. Pp. ii, 470.
The author gives at pp. 223-30 a detailed reasoning of the procedural aspects of
interim measures and the issues of jurisdiction and binding effect. The author
concludes that the Court has incidental jurisdiction to indicate interim measures,
which may be enforced by the Security Council.
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ELKIND, JEROME B. NON-APPEARANCE BEFORE THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE:
FUNCTIONAL AND COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS. The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff, 1984. Pp.
xiv, 233.
The author devotes a short chapter (pp. 223-30) to the problem of non-appearance
of States in the interim measures phase of the Court's consideration of the case. He
concludes that interim measures jurisdiction is based on article 35 of the Court's
Statute and article 93 of the UN Charter.
EYMA, JEAN. LA COUR DE JUSTICE CENTRE-AMfRICAINE. Paris: Ernest Sagot & Cie.,
1928. Pp. 200.
The book provides a history of the Central American Court of Justice, the first
international institution empowered to order interim measures. The French text of
the Convention establishing the Court is given at page 189.
FOUCHARD, PHILLIPE. L'ARBITRAGE COMMERCIAL INTERNATIONAL. Paris: Dalloz, 1965.
Pp. x, 611.
The author concludes at p. 121 (§§ 215-217) that ICC arbitrators have no power to
indicate interim measures.
GAMBLE, JOHN KING, JR. AND DANA D. FISCHER. THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF
JUSTICE: AN ANALYSIS OF A FAILURE. Lexington: Lexington Books, 1976. Pp. ix,
157.
At pp. 52-53 and 56-57, the authors observe that [at least up until the time they
wrote] all of the requests for interim measures before the ICJ were in cases
concerning control over natural resources and environmental concerns. They also
point out that none of the orders were observed.
GENET, RAOUL. PRICIS DE JURISPRUDENCE DE LA COUR PERMANENTE DE JUSTICE
INTERNATIONAL. Paris: Librairie de Jurisprudence Ancienne et Moderne, 2d ed.
1939. Pp. xv, 309.
At pp. 223-26, the author presents the features of interim measures procedure via
the language of the PCIJ's jurisprudence.
GUGGENHEIM, PAUL. TRAITt DE DROIT INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC. Geneva: Georg et Cie.,
1954. 2 volumes.
The author's discussion of interim measures at pages 152-55 of volume II empha-
sizes the necessity of mutual consent by the parties for the observance of the
non-obligatory measures ordered by the Court.
GUYOMAR, GENEVItVE. COMMENTAIRE DU RtGLEMENT DE LA COUR INTERNATIONAL DE
JUSTICE: ADOPT LE 14 AVRIL 1978. Paris: A. Pedone, 1983. Pp. xiv, 760.
Pages 468-96 give a quick and direct guide to the historical development of the
rules of procedure of the ICJ, including rules 68 to 72 on interim measures.
HUDSON, MANLEY 0. THE WORLD COURT 1921-1938: A Handbook of the P.C.I.J.
Boston: World Peace Foundation, 5th ed. 1938. Pp. ix, 345.
The author gives a brief digest of the decisions in each case before the ICJ at pp.
72-73, 136-37, 141-42.
HUDSON, MANLEY 0. THE PERMANENT COURT OF INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE 1920-1942.
New York: The MacMillan Company, 1943. Pp. xxiv, 807.
In section 433 (pages 424-30), the author reviews the jurisprudence of the PCIJ on
interim protection. The book is a valuable treatise on the PCIJ in general,
updating an earlier work (1934).
HUDSON, MANLEY 0. INTERNATIONAL TRIBUNALS: PAST AND FUTURE. Washington:
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 1944. Pp. xii, 287.
At pages 96-97, the author asserts the principle of good faith as the procedural
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basis for interim measures, recognizing that these powers were explicitly con-
ferred, rather than inferred, during the twentieth century.
Huys, MARCEL AND Guy KEUTGEN. L'ARBITRAGE EN DROIT BELGE ET INTERNATIONAL.
Bruxelles: Bruylant, 1981. Pp. xvi, 812.
The authors discuss the interplay of municipal courts in Belgium and international
commercial arbitration (§§ 154, 309, 315, 383-88, 692, 792).
JENKS, C. WILFRED. THE PROSPECTS OF INTERNATIONAL ADJUDICATION London:
Stevens & Sons, 1964. Pp. xi, 805.
At pages 157-58, the author suggests that States remove doubt as to the obligatory
nature of the Court's interim measures orders by inserting in their dispute settle-
ment clauses an agreement to recognize as binding any such orders. Other discus-
sion appears at pp. 129-30, 139, and 295.
LAUTERPACHT, SIR HERSCH. THE DEVELOPMENT OF INTERNATIONAL LAW BY THE
INTERNATIONAL COURT. London: Stevens & Sons, 1958. Pp. 408. (pp. 110-13,
252-56).
The author discusses the issues of jurisdiction and the effectiveness of interim
measures.
LIACOURAS, PETER J. THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE: MATERIALS ON THE
RECORD OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE IN CONTENTIOUS PROCEEDINGS.
Durham, N.C.: Duke University Law School, 1962. Pp. 589. Preliminary ed., 2
vols.
A dated analytical treatment of the work and voting of the Court and its judges in
contentious proceedings.
MANI, V.S. INTERNATIONAL ADJUDICATION: PROCEDURAL ASPECTS. The Hague: Mar-
tinus Nijhoff, 1980. Pp. xx, 456.
MCWHINNEY, EDWARD. THE WORLD COURT AND THE CONTEMPORARY INTERNATIONAL
LAW-MAKING PROCESS. Alphen aan den Rijn: Sijthoff & Noordhoff, 1979. Pp. vii,
219.
A critical review of the Court's decisionmaking in the Nuclear Tests Case and the
Aegean Sea Continental Shelf Case appears at pp. 43-44, 99-102.
MOSLER, HERMAN AND RUDOLF BERNHARDT, EDS. JUDICIAL SETTLEMENT OF
INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES: AN INTERNATIONAL SYMPOSIUM. Heidelberg: Springer-
Verlag, 1974. Pp. xii, 572.
The symposium commentaries barely touch on the question of interim measures,
except for a brief discussion at pp. 250-51 of the idea of making interim measures
orders explicitly binding and providing for sanctions from the UN Security Coun-
cil. Other mention of interim measures is made at pp. 44 and 54.
NANTWI, EMMANUEL K. THE ENFORCEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL JUDICIAL DECISIONS
AND ARBITRAL AWARDS IN PUBLIC INTERNATIONAL LAW. Leyden: Sijthoff, 1966.
Pp. xix, 209.
The author considers at pp. 148-54 the power of the Security Council to enforce an
order indicating provisional measures, concluding that the power exists but ex-
pressing the hope that a case actually establish the precedent.
POLITIS, NICOLAS. LA JUSTICE INTERNATIONALE. Paris: Hachette, 1924. Pp. 325.
The book is an early history of international tribunals and their characteristics.
RALSTON, JACKSON H. THE LAW AND PROCEDURE OF INTERNATIONAL TRIBUNALS.
Stanford: Stanford University Press, Supp. to 1926 rev. ed. 1936. Pp. xx, 231.
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The last version of a revision of an earlier work: INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL LAW
AND PROCEDURE (1910), the author for the first time included, at pp. 93-95,
mention of interim measures, reviewing the history of several international tribu-
nals of the beginning of the century.
ROSENNE, SHABTAI. THE TIME FACTOR IN THE JURISDICTION OF THE INTERNATIONAL
COURT OF JUSTICE. Leyden: Sijthoff, 1960. Pp. 86.
At pages 67-68, the author discusses the timing requirements in a request for
interim measures.
ROSENNE, SHABTAI. THE LAW AND PRACTICE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT. Leyden:
Sijthoff, 1965. Pp. xxiii, 998.
The author gives numerous references throughout the two volumes to interim
measures in connection with other aspects of the Court's procedures. The princi-
pal discussions deal with jurisdiction ratione temporis and ratione materiae in light
of the interim measures jurisprudence and the relationship of interim measures to
the powers of the Security Council. The duty of the parties not to frustrate the
judicial proceedings is also addressed. Pp. 424-28, vol. 1, p. 530, vol. II.
ROSENNE, SHABTAI. THE WORLD COURT: WHAT IT IS AND How IT WORKS. Dobbs
Ferry: Oceana Publications, 3d rev. ed. 1973. Pp. 252.
At page 75, the author gives a brief sketch of interim measures in the World Court.
ROSENNE, SHABTAI. PROCEDURE IN THE INTERNATIONAL COURT: A COMMENTARY ON
THE 1978 RULES OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE. The Hague: Martinus
Nijhoff, 1983. Pp. xvii, 305.
Annotated guide to Article 41 of the ICJ Statute (pp. 149-50).
ROUSSEAU, CHARLES, DROIT INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC. Paris: Sirey, 1983. 5 volumes.
In volume 5, LES RAPPORTS CONFLICTUELS, at pp. 416-17 (§ 397), the author gives a
brief review of early cases in the Permanent Court of International Justice.
SCHWARZENBERGER, GEORG. INTERNATIONAL LAW. London: Stevens and Sons, 2d ed.
1949. Volume 1, pp. 430-31.
A brief review of the early PCIJ decisions.
THIRLWAY, H.W. A. NON-APPEARANCE BEFORE THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE.
New York: Cambridge University Press, 1985. Pp. vii, 184.
In pages 83-96, the author distinguishes between non-appearance during the
substantive phases of a case and non-appearance at a hearing on a request for the
indication of interim measures. The important distinction is based on the different
jurisdictional powers of the Court during different phases of a case. The argument
concludes that the Court is not required to apply its Article 53 requirements to an
Article 41 situation.
SEIDL-HOHENVELDERN, IGNAZ. THE AUSTRIAN-GERMAN ARBITRAL TRIBUNAL. Syra-
cuse: Syracuse University Press, 1972. Pp. xv, 261.
This post-World War Two international claims tribunal considered one case
involving an injunction issued by a national court during the proceedings before
the Tribunal.
SHIHATA, IBRIHIM F. THE POWER OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT TO DETERMINE ITS OWN
JURISDICTION: COMPtTENCE DE LA COMPtTENCE. The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff,
1965. Pp. xxii, 400.
At pp. 170-80, 262, the author gives an early review of the considerations used by
the Court in deciding requests for interim measures of protection.
SIBERT, MARCEL. TRAITt DE DROIT INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC. Paris: Librairie Dalloz,
1951. 2 volumes.
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The author considers interim measures in the context of international courts (ICJ
and arbitral tribunals) as well as political institutions (the Council of the League
and the UN Security Council) (pp. 444-46, 518-21, 653-55, 663 n.4).
SIMPSON, J.L. AND HAZEL Fox. INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION: LAW AND PRACTICE.
New York: Praeger, 1959. Pp. 330.
At pages 48, 162-70, and 266-69, the authors discuss generally the powers of all
types of international tribunals to indicate interim measures, whether they have
been specifically accorded the power or not, and their ability to enforce those
orders by means of default judgments despite the fact that international courts lack
inherent executory powers.
SORENSON, MAX, ED. MANUAL OF PUBLIC INTERNATIONAL LAW. New York: St.
Martin's Press, 1968. Pp. xv, 930.
TORALDO-SERA, NICOLA M. LE MISURE PROVVISORIE INTERNAZIONALI. Rome: Bul-
zoni, 1973. Pp. 193.
VERZIL, JAN HENDRIK WILLEM. INTERNATIONAL LAW IN HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE.
Leyden: Sijthoff, 1968. Pp. 520-23.
In volume VIII, INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES AND THEIR SETTLEMENT, the author
briefly reviews the interim measures orders in three cases: Fisheries Jurisdiction,
Nuclear Tests, and Pakistani Prisoners of War.
WETrER, J. GILLIS. INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL PROCESS: PUBLIC AND PRIVATE. Dobbs
Ferry: Oceana Publications, 1979. 5 Volumes.
This five volume survey of international arbitral institutions constitutes an invalu-
able reference source for arbitration in general. Interim measures are discussed, as
appropriate, in the context of each institution.
WITENBERG, J.C. L'ORGANISATION JUDICIARE: LA PROCEDURE ET LA SENTENCE
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